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Interview Summary 


Application No. 

10/517,154 


Applicant(s) 

MORISHITA ET AL 


Examiner 

Marcia S. Noble 


Art Unit 

1632 




All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 




(1) Marcia S. Noble. 


(3)Sheree Rvbak. 




12) Peter Paras. 


(4) 





Date of Interview: 25 April 2007 . 

Type: a)K Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: !)□ applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)D No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 



Claim(s) discussed: 1, 6, and 16 . 
Identification of prior art discussed: . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)[X] N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



PETER PARAS, JR. 
SUPERVISORY WTENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 1600 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20070425 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 10/517,154 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant's Representative, Sheree Rybak, requested an interview 
to discuss the amendment that was filed on 4/16/2007 to determine if the amendments to the claims overcome the 
rejections of record. Applicant was informed that the amendment, reciting "wherein the HVJ-envelope vector has a 
diameter less than that of an HVJ-liposome", would be considered new matter because it is not supported by the 
specification. In Applicant's; remarks, page 4, lines 18-14 of the specification was provided as evidence for support for 
this amendment. Applicant was informed that this comparison is between a HVJ-liposome and an HVJ-viral particle, 
which is different than an HVJ envelope vector. Therefore, this recitation from the specification does not support the 
amendment. Applicant asked if the product by process type language of claim 16 might help to distinguish an HVJ- 
liposome from an HVJ envelope vector. Applicant was informed that the language of claim 16 does not provide 
elements or steps that would structurally distinguish an HVJ envelope from a HVJ-liposome as well. Applicant was 
informed that the amendment to claim 6, removing "prior to the occurrence of said cerebral infarction", also introduces 
new matter because it broadens administration step to encompass administering the agent at any time point (e.L- 
before, during, or after infarction). However, the specification only provides support for an administration prior to an 
induced infarction. Applicant was also informed that the amendment does not overcome the enablement rejection of 
record because the method still encompass providing the agent to a subject that undergoes spontaneous infarction, 
which is not a predictable situation, and therefore an artisan would not know how to provide the agent to a subject that 
one could not predict would have an infarction. Therefore, the claims would require an induction of infaction step. 
Applicant was also informed that the claim would also need a comparison step to a control and test subeject to 
determine a reduction of the infarction area. Applicant was informed that these suggested amendments to claim 6 
would most likely overcome the enablement rejection but would not necessarily overcome the art rejection which 
encompass distinguishing a HVJ-liposome from an HVJ envelope vector . 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 



wSSSS whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 



«f i«ter«ioui «riih !Tn 9 Maminer a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 
37 CFR §1 2 Business to be transacted in writing. 

A.lhusinesswi^ePa,^ 



The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to ""d"""*^; iSfSirtt to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless 
the examiner Ss^ ^ to see that such a record is made and to correc* materia, inaccurac.es 

interview by checking the appropriate boxes ? = nd J^^^^^ of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 

requirements for which interview fatten ,s are exuded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 

out typographical errors or """P*™^ ^^linlrsXOTdrrent no separate Interview Summary Record is required, 
substance of an Interview is complete* recorckrf m ,an *™™™*™^ n ^ placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
The Interview Summary Form shall be given anwjMra^ ™- P ^ « gtt Qf , t) a , the 

• Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a ^^^^S^^^^^ is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a ^^^^^^^^ me examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- TvDe of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

_ rssrr« ssa rrss ssssl « ». » ., . M . a *,« «. .** 

substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 
V) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted. 
2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

TanlS^ 

intprvipw Summarv Form completed by the Examiner, 

5)SdenSo^ 

ahe identification ^ orSmst of the principa. arguments made to me 

Ser 1SSSESS2 f ta ^SE£ file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fu.ly 

describe tntse "arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the exammer.) 

?! ! aCSagS S" *«*- *° SUmmary ^ ^ 

the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of me substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, me Examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time penod to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

lf .h» claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
statement aS ted to ^mtTef Iftrecord is complete and accurate, the examiner shouid place the indication, "Interv.ew Record OK on the 
paSrrecordiS the substance of the interview along with the date and the exam.ner-s .n.t.als. 
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